Corrigendum to: Nishikawa R, Yoshida K, Ebina Y, et al. Comparison of dosimetric parameters in the treatment planning of magnetic resonance imaging--based intracavitary image-guided adaptive brachytherapy with and without optimization using the central shielding technique. *J Radiat Res* 2018: 1--11. <https://doi.org/10.1093/jrr/rry009>.

The initial Advance Access version of this paper contained some errors that have now been corrected in print and online.

In the abstract "...40/50 for the rectum, and 47/50 for the sigmoid colon (*P* \< 0.001, *P* = 0.01, and *P* = 0.34, respectively)." has been updated to "...39/50 for the rectum, and 47/50 for the sigmoid colon (*P* \< 0.001, *P* = 0.007, and *P* = 0.34, respectively)."

In the "Correlation between the HR-CTV D90 and D~2cc~ for OARs in both NOP and OP" section, the text "As for the rectum D~2cc~ and HR-CTV D90, 40 (75%) and 13 (25%) points were positioned in Areas 1 and 2 in NOP, respectively, while 50 (94%) and 3 (6%) were positioned in Areas 1 and 2 in OP, respectively (*P* = 0.01)." has been updated to "As for the rectum D~2cc~ and HR-CTV D90, 39 (74%) and 14 (26%) points were positioned in Areas 1 and 2 in NOP, respectively, while 50 (94%) and 3 (6%) were positioned in Areas 1 and 2 in OP, respectively (*P* = 0.007)."

The author apologises for these errors.
